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This case is on appeal; pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 
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13^, from the final rejection of Claims 1, 3, 5, 6, 8, 11 

to 14, 16, 18, 20 and 21. No other claims are pending. 

Claim 1 is here reproduced as being illustrative 

of the issue: 

1. Apparatus for printing characters on a 
record medium in accordance with input data, comprising: 

an electronic printer having means for producing 
dot matrix patterns on a record medium, 

a microprocessor connected to said electronic 

printer, 

a data input connected to said microprocesor , 

and 

a look-up table connected to said microprocessor 
that contains information of the characters to be printed 
on the record member by said printer in the form of dif- 
ferent dot sizes, whereby characters with smoothed edges 
may be produced by said electronic printer. 

The following references are applied: 

Yamada et al. (Yamada) 4,050,077 Sep. 20, 1977 

Tsuzuki et al. (Tsuzuki) 4,281,833 July 28, 1981 

All the claims stand finally rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable either over Yamada or 
over Tsuzuki. 

In the penultimate paragraph of page 4 of the 
examiner's answer the examiner has withdrawn the rejection 
of Claims 16 and 21 and Claims 18 and 20, dependent upon 
Claim 16, on Tsuzuki by admitting this reference does not 
disclose the features claimed thereby. 

Appellant argues that he achieves a smoother 
appearance on the edges of characters by " intermeshing" 
the dot sizes which assertedly is not taught by either 
reference. By "intermeshing" Appellant means the mix of 
dot sizes illustrated in his Figs. 4a, 4b and 4c resulting 
in Fig. 5; We are unable to give credence to this argu- 
ment in evaluating the claims because they are silent- as 
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to any type of 11 intermeshing" much less the specific type 
illustrated in the above mentioned figures. The term 
"intermeshing" does not appear in any claim. 

Appellant argues that his character edges are 
"smoother" or "smoothed". We note that either the term 
"smoothed" or "smooth" appears in each independent claim. 
However, this is a totally subjective consideration and 
Appellant has presented no evidence of any established 
standards on the basis of which such edges could be eva- 
luated and we know of none. Tsuzuki discloses (line 52 of 
column 1) that "finer letters" are produced. Yamada 
discloses (line 60 of column 1) that an "image of high 
quality" is produced and (lines 44 to 48 of column 5) that 
"an . . . image . . .an exact reproduction .even in minor 
details" is produced. We do not consider the terms 
"smoothed" and "smooth" to distinguish therefrom. In par- 
ticular, we consider Fig. 7 of Yamada to teach one method 
of making the edges of a character "smoothed" by inter- 
meshing dot sizes within the scope of the claims. 

Appellant also argues that the look-up table for 
character information appearing in certain claims is not 
included in the Tsuzuki disclosure. We agree. Tsuzuki is 
silent as to the source of the picture signal PS at 21 and 
so is not a basis under §102 for a rejection of claims 
containing the look-up table. Accordingly, we will not 
sustain the rejection of Claims 1, 3, 5, 6 and 12 under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) on Tsuzuki. 

Upon full consideration of Appellant's arguments 
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we, nevertheless, are convinced that Claims 8, 11, 13 and 
14 do not distinguish from Tsuzuki and that all claims are 
directly readable upon Yaraada which, in Fig. 14, discloses 
microprocessor stages with a look-up table (21a, 21b). 
Accordingly, we will sustain the rejections of these 
claims . 



5, 6, 8, 11 to 14, 16, 18, 20 and 21 under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) on Yamada is affirmed. 

The examiner f s decision rejecting Claims 8, 11, 
13 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) on Tsuzuki is affirmed. 

The rejection of Claims 1, 3, 5, 6 and 12 under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) on Tsuzuki is reversed. 

The examiner has withdrawn the rejection of 
Claims 16, 18, 20 and 21 on Tsuzuki. 
AFFIRMED 



SUMMARY 



The examiner's decision rejecting Claims 1, 3, 
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